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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to the Amendment filed on 8/26/05. 
Claims 1-25 are pending in the application. This Office Action is made final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the 
English language. 

3. Claims 1 -7 and 9-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Spicer et al by (2002/0143773). 

-Regarding claim 1 , see figures 1 , 3, 4a and 4b, and sections [001 7- 
001 9, 0025-0064], Spicer et al discloses a method (see figure 1) comprising: 
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step (1 1 2) of providing wireless communication in a network (comprising 
(104)); 

step (FIREWALL) of providing a firewall protection between said network 
and a wireless access device (200); 

step (200) of submitting an identification code (password)to said network 
from said wireless access device(see section [0046], wherein said identification 
code can be considered being associated with and pertaining to said wireless 
access device because said identification code is unique and sent from said 
wireless device (see section [0040]): 

t 

step (1 06) of determining the validity of said identification code (see 
section [0046], ; 

step (1 1 0) of granting wireless network access to said wireless access 
device when said identification code is valid (see section [0052]); 

step (1 1 0) of denying wireless network access to said wireless access 
device when said identification code is not valid (see section [0054]; and 
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step (1 06) of issuing an alert (a reply from a query from (1 1 0) when said 
identification code is not valid (see (512) of figure 4a, and sections [0052- 
0054]). 

-Regarding to claim 2, Spicer et al discloses a concentrator device 
(comprising (112, 114, 116, 118, 1 08, 110, 1 06) for providing said wireless 
communication (see figure 1) wherein said concentrator device concentrates 
received signals from a plurality of wireless devices at means (1 1 2) and routes 
the received signals to a plurality of network resources (1 04) (see section 
[0017]). 

-Regarding claim 3, Spicer et al discloses that said providing said 
wireless communication is accomplished in circuitry resident in said 
concentrator device (see figure 1). 

-Regarding claim 4, as applied to claim 1 , said identification code can be 
considered as a private number of said wireless device. 

-Regarding claim 5, Spicer et al discloses that said determining said 
validity of said identification code is accomplished by reference to a list of valid 
identification codes (see section [0031]). 
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-Regarding claim 6, Spicer et al discloses a concentrator device 
comprises (112, 114, 116, 118, 1 08, 110, 1 06) (see figure 1 ) wherein means 
(106) in said concentrator device stores said list of valid identification codes 
(see section [0031]). 

-Regarding claim 7, Spicer et al discloses that said list of valid 
identification codes is resident in a server (106) in said network (see figure 1). 

-Regarding claim 9, Spicer et al discloses that said network is a wireless 
personal area network (local area network) (see sections [0022, 001 8]. 

-Regarding claim 1 0, see figures 1 , 3, 4a and 4b, and sections [001 7- 
001 9, 0025-0064], as similarly applied to claim 1 , Spicer et al discloses a 
system (see figure 1) comprising: 

a server (1 06); 

a wireless connection device (1 1 2) communicatively coupled with said 
server; 

a wireless access device (200) enabled to wirelessly submit an 
identification code (password) to said wireless connection device, said 
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identification code associated with and pertaining to said wireless access 
device; and 

a firewall(l 10, FIREWALL)communicatively coupled to said server and said 
wireless connection device, 

wherein said firewall is enabled to grant network access to said wireless 
access device when said identification code is valid and to deny access to said 
network by said wireless access device and issue an alert when said 
identification code is not valid. 

-Regarding claim 1 1 , Spicer et al discloses that said server is an internet 
portal (see section [0018]). 

-Regarding claim 12, as similarly applied to claim 2, Spicer et al discloses 
that connection device is an concentrator device enabled for wireless 
communication (see figure 1). 

-Regarding claims 1 3-1 6, Spicer et al discloses that said wireless access 
device is a wirelessly enabled laptop computer, computer peripheral device, 
personal data assistant or wireless telephone (see section [001 9]). 

-Claim 1 7 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 2. 
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-Regarding claim 1 8, Spicer et al discloses that said firewall is enabled to 
obtain a list of valid identification codes from said server (see section [0031]). 

-Regarding claim 1 9, Spicer et al discloses that firewall is enabled to 
verity the validity of said identification code submitted from a wireless access 
device (see sections [0052-0054]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § J 03 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 8 and 20-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spicer et al. 

-Regarding claim 8, Spicer et al does not disclose that said denying said 
wireless access to said network is accomplished simultaneously with granting 
access to said wireless accesses devices with valid identification codes. 
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However, the examiner takes Official Notice using multiple access 
schemes, e.g., TDMA, CDMA, FDMA, etc., for simultaneously receiving, 
processing and/or responding a plural of received signals each sent from a 
different remote station is well-known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person skilled in the art to 
implement Spicer et al with a multiple access scheme in such a way that Spicer 
et al invention would be capable of simultaneously receiving of access requests 
from a plurality of wireless accesses devices and simultaneously responding by 
denying a wireless access to said network to a wireless access device with 
invalid identification code and granting access to wireless accesses devices with 
valid identification codes so that Spicer et al invention would be capable of 
operating in a high speed for promptly responding to access requests from said 
wireless accesses devices. 

-Regarding claim 20, see figures 1 , 3, 4a and 4b, and sections [001 7- 
001 9, 0025-0064], Spicer et al discloses a concentrator device (see figure 1 ), 
comprising: 

a housing (enterprise)(see section [0023]; 
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electronic circuitry (112, 110, 114, FIREWALL) enabled to wirelessly 
communicate with a wireless access device (200) and a network (116, 118, 
104); and 

a distributed firewall (110, 114, FIREWALL) resident in said electronic 
circuitry wherein said firewall is enabled to control the access to said network 
of said wireless access device, said control via an identification code associated 
with and pertaining to said wireless access device. 

Spicer et al does not disclose a cable connector coupled to said housing 
and adapted to communicatively couple said concentrator device to a network 
data cable. 

Using a cable (equivalent with "network data cable") to couple between 
two networks, the cable onto which a communication between the two networks 
is provided, is well-known in the art, and the examiner takes Official Notice. 

It would have been obvious for a person skilled in the art to implement 
Spicer et al by using a cable to connect means (FIREWALL) of said concentrator 
device with means (1 1 6) of the network (1 1 6, 1 1 8, 1 04) in order to enable the 
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required communication between the wireless access device (200) and the 
network (1 16, 1 18, 104). 

In such an implementation, a cable connector is inherently included in 
Spicer et al in order to connect means (FIREWALL) with the cable. 

Further, since means (FIREWALL)of said concentrator device is located on 
the housing (enterprise)(see section [0024], with such the implementation, it 
can be said that the cable connector is coupled to said housing and adapted to 
communicatively couple said concentrator device to the cable. 

-Regarding claim 21 , Spicer et al does not disclose that said concentrator 
device comprises a hub. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that using a wireless hub to enable a 
wireless communication between a remote station and a network is well-known 
in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person skilled in the art to 
implement Spicer et al concentrator device with a wireless hub for wirelessly 
receiving/transmitting signals. from/to the wireless access device (200) in order 
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to enable the required wireless communication between the wireless access 
device (200) and network (1 1 6, 1 1 8, 1 04). 

-Regarding claim 22, as similarly applied to claim 7, Spicer et al 
discloses that said distributed firewall is enabled to obtain a list of valid 

* 

identification codes from a server (1 06) (see figure 1 ). 

-Regarding claim 23, as similarly applied to claim 1 , Spicer et al discloses 
that said distributed firewall is enabled to verify validity of an identification 
code submitted by a wireless access device. 

-Regarding claim 24, as similarly applied to claim 1 , Spicer et al discloses 
that said distributed firewall is enabled to deny access to said wireless access 
device if said identification code is not valid. 

-Regarding claim 25, as similarly applied to claim 1 , 3 discloses that said 
distributed firewall is enabled to issue an alarm to a network manager (1 10) is 
said identification code is not valid (see figure 1). 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed on 8/26/05 have been fully considered but 
they are not, in part, persuasive. 
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The previous objections on claims 6 and 1 7 have been withdrawn since 
the claims were amended to overcome the objections. 

Applicant's arguments, with respect to the rejections to claims 1 -25 as 
being unpatentable over Spicer et al, are not persuasive. 

The applicant mainly argues that Spicer et al identification code 
"password" (see [0040]) is not an identification code which is associated with 
and pertaining to a wireless access device, as recited in claims 1,10 and 20. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. Note that the rejections are based 
on the limitations given in the claims. Spicer et al discloses the limitation 
"said identification code associated with and pertinent to said wireless access 
device" (claims 1 and 10) and "an identification code associated with and 
pertinent to said wireless access device" (claim 20), and it can be explained as 
follows. Spicer et al discloses identification code" password" (see [0040]) as 
an identification code which is associated with and pertaining to a respective 
wireless access device (200) under a use of a user (see figure 1 , and [0040]) in 
such a way that said "password" needs to be specified by the user to a 
network for an "authorized access" in order for said wireless access device 



Application/Control Number: 10/082,422 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2682 

(200) to obtain access to a network resources (104). Further, the claims does 
not have other detail limitations to describe or specify how the "identification 
code" is associated with and pertinent to the "wireless access device" in 
order to make it distinguishable from how Spicer et al identification code 
"password" is associated with and pertinent to the wireless access device 

(200), as being explained above. 

Based on the above rationale, it is believed that the limitations of claims 
are still met and therefore, the rejections are still maintained. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

V 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Sanh D. Phu whose telephone number 
is (571)272-7857. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-1 6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Quochien Vuong can be reached on (571) 272-7902. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
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Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7- 



91 97 (toll-free). 



Sanh D. Phu 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2682 
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